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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

——
THE WEEK IN REVIEW

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BUDD). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 3, 2017, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) is
recognized for the remainder of the
hour as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend from College Station for the
profound tribute to a great man, great
people.

It has been an interesting week. Our
President is headed for the Middle
East, and it has gotten rather vitriolic,
condemnation of our President for fir-
ing the FBI Director.

The FBI Director is supposed to be
more concerned with law enforcement
than with press conferences. Since he
is not elected, his job is not to go out
and appear to be, politically, a sub-
stitute and, particularly, not to help
one party over another.

It seemed that under Director
Comey’s tenuous head of the FBI—I
was thrilled when he replaced Mueller.
Mueller did a lot of damage to the FBI
with his 5-year up-or-out policy, where
anyone in a supervisory position for 5
years anywhere outside of Washington,
at the end of the 5 years, had to either
leave the FBI or come to Washington
and be a minion up here for the Direc-
tor.

We lost thousands and thousands of
years of valuable FBI experience under
Director Mueller. In fact, no one has
done more damage to the rank and file
of our outstanding FBI agents than Di-
rector Mueller. I keep hearing all these
glowing things. Well, he did a lot of
damage.

Plus, under his time as FBI Director,
Mueller had the training material that
would help FBI employees and agents
understand more about radical Islam.

The FBI, in the 1990s, had done an
outstanding job of gathering informa-
tion about radical Islam, of groups like
the Holy Land Foundation, individuals
associated with supporting terrorism.
After the 1993 attempt to bomb the
World Trade Center, he did a good job
gathering evidence for that trial. By
the time Director Mueller came along
under President George W. Bush, they
had gotten pretty good at figuring out
what radical Islam was.

Kim Jensen, with the FBI, had a 700-
page program to train FBI agents on
what radical Islam was, how you go
about spotting people that had been
radicalized, the things they believe, un-
derstanding which scriptures in the
Koran they focused on. It really helped
FBI agents figure out how to stop rad-
ical Islam.

But the reason the FBI took so much
criticism after so many people across
America have been Kkilled needlessly
from people who were on the FBI radar
is because, under Bob Mueller, the FBI
agents were not allowed to know how
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to spot radical Islam, and, in fact, they
could hurt their career if they at-
tempted to point out that someone had
been radicalized.

So that is why, when Russia told the
United States twice—once, directly
told the FBI, as I understand it—that
the older Tsarnaev brother had been
radicalized and where he had traveled
and where he had been radicalized over
in the former Soviet Union area, the
FBI, the best we can find out from the
public hearings we had, apparently,
under Mueller, they sent somebody to
ask Tsarnaev if he was a radical ter-
rorist, and he assured them he wasn’t.
And they sent somebody to ask
Tsarnaev’s mother, and she, in essence,
said, ‘““No, he is a good boy; he is not a
terrorist,” and that was their inves-
tigation.

I challenged Mueller: You didn’t even
go to the mosques, the main Boston
mosque where these guys attended to
see and investigate whether they had
been radicalized.
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He refuted that. He said we did go to
those mosques, but then he added: “‘In
our outreach program.”’

It turns out, as he admitted, he did
not even know that the Boston mosque
where the Tsarnaev radicalization was
heightened was started by a man
named Alamoudi. Alamoudi helped the
Clinton administration back before
they started making so much money
on who they were. But the Clinton ad-
ministration used Alamoudi to help
them find the perfect Muslims to be
chaplains at prisons, the perfect Mus-
lims to help advise the government,
the perfect Muslims to plug in to help
our United States Government.

And it is what I have asked more
than once and have gotten no answer:
Who was it that encouraged or placed
Huma Abedin Weiner next to Hillary
Clinton as an intern in 1996? Who was it
that put her in that position next to
the First Lady, where she grew from
being intern to being helper and ulti-
mately her number one closest adviser
as secretary of state?

Had Hillary Clinton been elected
President, she would have been the
foremost closest adviser to the Presi-
dent of the United States with some
strong direct ties from her family to
the Muslim Brotherhood.

In fact, Osama bin Laden had indi-
cated that a couple of things that
radicalized him, made him want to kill
people like Americans for being
infidels, was a booklet written by an
Egyptian Muslim  brother named
Qutb—Q-u-t-b—-called ‘‘Milestones.” He
also gave great credit to a guy named
Naseef, who was head of a number of
Muslim activities—still is. But he had
a journal that was a favorite publica-
tion of the Muslim Brotherhood.

And come to find out that, gee, back
when she was working for Hillary Clin-
ton, Huma Abedin was listed on the
masthead as being a part of that publi-
cation, contributing to being part of
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that publication, along with, at dif-
ferent times, one or two other family
members. That is the journal that
Naseef started for the Muslim group.

Quite interesting, the ties that she
had. Some of us asked for the inspector
general—all we did was ask five dif-
ferent inspectors general and five dif-
ferent departments or agencies if they
would investigate the extent of Muslim
brother influence in their particular
department or agency, and one was the
State Department. There is not one
single thing that we put in any of those
five letters that was inaccurate. They
were all factually correct. But there
was a firestorm. JOHN MCCAIN rushed
to the Senate floor to condemn us. We
were right about everything we put in
those letters. We are still right.

Bob Mueller did a lot of damage to
our ability—as one of our agents told
me, we have been blinded of our ability
to see who our enemy is.

In recent days, since Director Comey
was fired by the President—which he
totally has the authority to do for any
reason or for no reason—there have
been all these glowing comments by
my Democratic friends in the House
and Senate condemning the firing of
Comey. President Trump has been
vilified even for commenting today and
yesterday that he thought when he
fired Comey he would have wide bipar-
tisan support. Because he had heard so
many comments, he thought that
would be widely appreciated on both
sides of the aisle, because clearly the
FBI had become about Comey and not
about law enforcement.

It certainly seemed inappropriate,
what he said last summer, when basi-
cally he laid out the case of how Hil-
lary Clinton had committed a Federal
crime that did not require intent, but
then he added an element to the of-
fense that Congress didn’t add, that is
not part of the law, of specific intent.
Didn’t exist. Not necessary to prove. It
hadn’t been proved in other cases
where we have got people that have
been put in the penitentiary for a lot
less than what Hillary Clinton did. But
he exonerated her. No prosecutor in his
right mind would prosecute this case,
when, actually, there are a lot of pros-
ecutors who would have prosecuted
that case if they were not so politically
attuned as Mr. Comey was and is.

I thought it would be helpful, Mr.
Speaker, to just go back and revisit
comments from some of our friends
across the aisle about the FBI Director
Comey. In fact, nobody has been more
vocal since Director Comey’s firing
than our friend down the hall, Senator
CHUCK SCHUMER, Democrat from New
York.

I am quoting from my friend CHUCK
SCHUMER. He came out bluntly on No-
vember 2, 2016: “I do not have con-
fidence in him any longer.”’

Published in Bloomberg. So being a
man of his word, we know that as of
November 2, Senator SCHUMER had no
confidence in Director Comey any
longer.
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Despite what he has said in recent
days, beloved Senator BERNIE SANDERS
from Vermont did an interview with
ABC News in January of this year. The
headline from the ABC News story:
“Sanders: ‘Would Not Be Bad Thing for
the American People’ if FBI Director
Comey Steps Down.”

Then the story went on to say:
““Asked by ABC News’ George Stephan-
opoulos in an exclusive interview on
‘This Week’ if Comey should leave his
post, Sanders responded, ‘I think he
should take a hard look at what he has
done and I think it would not be a bad
thing for the American people if he did
step down.’

‘I think that Comey acted in an
outrageous way during the campaign,’
Sanders said. ‘No one can say that this
was decisive, or this is what elected
Trump, but clearly his behavior during
the campaign in terms of what he said
during the week or two before the elec-
tion was unacceptable.’”’

Then we have former Senator Harry
Reid. All those who know him to be a
man of his word can take his comments
seriously because as of October 30, 2016,
Senator Harry Reid from Nevada said
in a letter to Director Comey: ‘‘Dear
Director Comey: Your actions in recent
months have demonstrated a dis-
turbing double standard for the treat-
ment of sensitive information, with
what appears to be a clear intent to aid
one political party over another. I am
writing to inform you that my office
has determined that these actions may
violate the Hatch Act, which bars FBI
officials from using their official au-
thority to influence an election.
Through your partisan actions, you
may have broken the law.”

Again, this is Harry Reid to Director
Comey. Harry Reid goes on: ‘“The dou-
ble standard established by your ac-
tions is clear. In my communications
with you and other top officials in the
national security community, it has
become clear that you possess explo-
sive information about close ties and
coordination between Donald Trump,
his top advisers, and the Russian Gov-
ernment, a foreign interest openly hos-
tile to the United States, which Trump
praises at every opportunity.”

And I will insert here parentheti-
cally, we now know that the FBI did
not possess explosive information
about close ties and coordination be-
tween Donald Trump, his top advisers,
and the Russian Government. In fact,
the Obama administration, intel-
ligence, law enforcement officials have
repeatedly testified that despite all
their inferences, despite all the things
they wanted to find, they could not
point to any evidence of the Russian
Government affecting our election, of
the Russian Government colluding
with the Trump administration or with
Donald Trump’s campaign to affect the
election. No evidence.

Anyway, we know more now than we
did at the time that Harry Reid wrote
this letter.

Senator Reid went on: ‘“The public
has a right to know this information. I
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wrote to you months ago calling for
this information to be released to the
public. There is no danger to American
interests from releasing it. And yet,
you continue to resist calls to inform
the public of this critical information.

“By contrast, as soon as you came
into possession of the slightest innu-
endo related to Secretary Clinton, you
rushed to publicize it in the most nega-
tive light possible.

‘““Moreover, in tarring Secretary Clin-
ton with thin innuendo, you overruled
longstanding tradition and the explicit
guidance of your own department. You
rushed to take this step 11 days before
a Presidential election, despite the fact
that for all you know, the information
you possess could be entirely duplica-
tive of the information you already ex-
amined which exonerated Secretary
Clinton.”

Well, again parenthetically, we know
now it actually condemned Secretary
Clinton, showed she committed a
crime. She may not have had the in-
tent to violate the law, but had the
certain intent to do what she did, and
that was a violation of the law.

He goes on. This is Harry Reid talk-
ing to and about Comey. He says: ‘‘As
you know, a memo authored by Deputy
Attorney General Sally Yates on
March 10, 2016, makes clear that all
Justice Department employees, includ-
ing you, are subject to the Hatch Act.
The memo defines political activity
prohibited under the Hatch Act as, ‘ac-
tivity directed toward the success or
failure of a political party, candidate
for partisan political office, or partisan
political group.’

“The clear double standard estab-
lished by your actions strongly sug-
gests that your highly selective ap-
proach to publicizing information,
along with your timing, was intended
for the success or failure of a partisan
candidate or political group.

‘“Please keep in mind that I have
been a supporter of yours in the past.
When Republicans filibustered your
nomination and delayed your confirma-
tion longer than any previous nominee
to your position, I led the fight to get
you confirmed because I believed you
to be a principled public servant.

“With deepest regret, I now see that
I was wrong.

‘““‘Sincerely,

‘““Senator Harry Reid.”

So as of last October 30, Reid believed
Comey was not fit for being Director of
the FBI.

On May 5: ‘“Senator Tim Kaine of
Virginia told CNN’s Alisyn Camerota
on Friday that the letter FBI Director
James Comey sent to Congress days be-
fore the 2016 election notifying law-
makers of the reopened investigation
into Hillary Clinton’s email practices
was ‘probably the lowest moment in
the history of the FBI’ next to wire-
tapping Martin Luther King Jr.”
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TiM KAINE, Senator KAINE, went on:
‘It will go down as probably the low-

May 19, 2017

est moment in the history of the FBI,
probably next to the decision of J.
Edgar Hoover to wiretap Martin Lu-
ther King. And it was unfortunate,’
Kaine said.” That was from the Free
Beacon.

Senator DIANNE FEINSTEIN from Cali-
fornia, November 6, 2016, had this to
say about Director Comey of the FBI:
“‘The FBI has a history of extreme
caution near election day so as not to
influence the results. Today’s break
from that tradition is appalling.’”’

Senator CHRIS MURPHY, Democrat
from Connecticut, said this on May 10
on MSNBC: ¢ ‘It is absolutely true the
Democrats have been very critical of
James Comey, and many of us did call
for his resignation.’”

Senator CORY BOOKER from New Jer-
sey, back on November 6 of 2016, said:
‘“‘Hillary Clinton was sharply critical of
the FBI in the wake of the surprise an-
nouncement that investigators were
examining newly discovered emails
that could be related to her former pri-
vate server, but she has avoided the
issue more recently.

“So it was striking that Senator
Cory Booker took a swipe at the law
enforcement agency on Sunday when
he introduced Clinton at a black
church here.”

This actually is a story from the LA
Times.

“Without mentioning the email
probe specifically, Booker said there
have been ‘reruns’ in this election.

‘“‘We saw what the FBI did in MLK’s
day,” he said, a reference to how it tar-
geted the civil rights leader decades
ago.

“FBI Director James B. Comey has
faced withering criticism from Demo-
crats and even some Republicans for
notifying Congress so close to the elec-
tion that the agency was examining ad-
ditional emails.

“But Booker’s reference to the Rev.
Martin Luther King, Jr., was also in-
teresting in light of how Comey has re-
quired FBI trainees to study the les-
sons from the ‘shameful’ investigations
of the civil rights leader.”

In an interview with NPR back on
November 8, 2016, Senator CORY BOOKER
of New Jersey had an interviewer say
this to him: ‘““Now, earlier today, we
had House Minority Leader Nancy
Pelosi calling the FBI Director James
Comey’s recent announcements a Molo-
tov cocktail. And she was saying it
might have affected down-ballot races
for House and Senate, saying it might
have made things more of an obstacle
for Democrats. What concerns do you
have about that in the Senate?”’

Senator BOOKER, again this is No-
vember 8, 2016, said: ‘“Well, I really
think that it was a big impact on the
election. I don’t have any, obviously,
data to back that up, and hopefully
through an analysis we will see. But
clearly our Senate candidates and our
Presidential candidates were surging—
or at the time that news came, it
sucked the momentum out a lot of
those races. And we think it could like-
ly affect the outcome of some very
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tight Senate races as well. It’s unfortu-
nate that he would break with prece-
dent. It’s—to me, it showed a grave
lack of judgment, to put something
like that into an election days before it
would come to pass. And I think he did
a disservice to the United States of
America.” That was from NPR on con-
demning the actions of Director
Comey.

Just so that we know what the theme
is we are talking about here, basically
Farewell to Director Comey as FBI Di-
rector, and I am just giving quotes that
our friends across the aisle, Democrats,
have made about Director Comey.

Minority Leader NANCY PELOSI said
this November 2, 2016: ‘‘ ‘Maybe he’s not
in the right job,’. . . .

‘“‘I think that we have to just get
through this election and just see what
the casualties are along the way.’”’

Our friend, Representative G.K.
BUTTERFIELD, Democrat here in the
House, serving nobly, former head of
the Congressional Black Caucus, he
said this year, January 24: “‘I can’t
speak for Democrats, but I can speak
for myself, and I think that James
Comey needs to fade away into obliv-
ion.’

‘““‘He embarrassed this Nation, he
possibly influenced the outcome of a
presidential election, and he should not
hold any position of trust, whatsoever,
in our government.’”’

And my friend, Representative STEVE
COHEN from Tennessee, we serve to-
gether on the Committee on the Judici-
ary. This was his press release October
30, 2016. The press release his office
sent out said: ‘‘Congressman Steve
Cohen, ranking member of the House
Judiciary Subcommittee on the Con-
stitution and Civil Justice, today
called on James Comey to resign as Di-
rector of the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation.”

Then it has a quote in the Cohen
press release: ‘“‘FBI Director James
Comey’s recent public comments on
former Secretary of State Hillary Clin-
ton and her emails, apparently before
seeing any evidence, and against the
advice of the Justice Department ac-
cording to press reports, and even,
some have suggested, in violation of
the Hatch Act, make it clear that for
the good of the FBI and the Justice De-
partment, he should resign his position
effective immediately,” said Congress-
man Cohen. ‘In the past, even quite re-
cently, I have expressed my apprecia-
tion for Director Comey. I appreciated
his courage as Deputy Attorney Gen-
eral when he stood up to President
Bush’s Chief of Staff Andrew Card and
White House Counsel Alberto Gonzales
when they attempted to persuade hos-
pitalized Attorney General John
Ashcroft to reauthorize Bush’s domes-
tic surveillance program, which the
Justice Department had just deter-
mined was illegal. When, in July of this
year, Director Comey recommended no
criminal charges against Hillary Clin-
ton for her handling of classified infor-
mation while she was Secretary of
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State but added his own sidebar of
opinions to the announcement, I gave
Director Comey the benefit of the
doubt, despite the fact that his making

such highly unusual remarks was
called into question by many.’
“Congressman Cohen elaborated,

‘While I cannot know Director Comey’s
reasoning for his recent letter to House
Members notifying them about the
FBI's review of emails that he deemed
“‘potentially related” to Hillary Clin-
ton’s personal server, it was plainly
premature, careless and unprecedented
in its potential impact upon a Presi-
dential election without a speck of in-
formation regarding the emails in
question, their validity, substance or
relevance. Director Comey stated in
the letter that he had no idea of ‘‘the
significance of this newly discovered
collection of emails,” which makes his
decision all the more disturbing.

‘“““There is a reason that FBI inves-
tigations are not usually made public
until they are completed. To do so
gives an impression of guilt before all
the facts have been determined. That
was the case during the FBI’s inves-
tigation of Secretary Clinton’s emails
that led Director Comey to state that
there was no evidence that Secretary
Clinton intentionally transmitted or
willfully mishandled classified infor-
mation and that ‘‘no reasonable pros-
ecutor’” would bring a case against her.
In light of that finding and the Depart-
ment of Justice’s prohibition and prac-
tice against influencing elections, it is
clear that Director Comey’s actions, no
matter his motivations, have called
into question his judgment and ethics.
That is unacceptable as the FBI Direc-
tor must, like Caesar’s wife, be above
suspicion. I agree with CNN’s Paul
Callan who, in calling for Director
Comey to resign wrote ‘Trashing the
Justice and FBI rule books in the in-
terest of ‘openness’ is likely to put the
FBI front and center in one of the most
contentious Presidential races in re-
cent U.S. history.””

“Congressman Cohen continued, ‘Ad-
ditionally revelatory is The New York
Times opinion written by Richard
Painter, chief White House ethics law-
yer for President George W. Bush, in
which he states: Absent extraordinary
circumstances that might justify it, a
public communication about a pending
FBI investigation involving a can-
didate that is made on the eve of an
election is thus very likely to be a vio-
lation of the Hatch Act and a misuse of
an official position. Serious questions
also arise under lawyers’ professional
conduct rules that require prosecutors
to avoid excessive publicity and unnec-
essary statements that could cause
public condemnation even of people
who have been accused of a crime, not
to mention people like Mrs. Clinton,
who have never been charged with a
crime.’

“Congressman Cohen concluded, ‘The
fairness of our electoral system is like
the fairness of a trial, and no justice
official should act in such a way to po-
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tentially influence an election whether
intended to or not. Standards must be
upheld and an FBI Director needs to in-
vestigate, not inject issues into a Pres-
idential election when no investigation
dictates action or basis for action. At a
minimum, Director Comey’s actions
are, to use his own verbiage, ‘‘ex-
tremely careless’ this close to the
election and without any apparent sub-
stance. If Director Comey cares about
the Bureau and the rule of law, as I
have felt he has in the past, I'm sure
upon reflection of this action, he will
submit his letter of resignation for the
Nation’s good.’”

So that is my friend, Congressman
STEVE COHEN from Tennessee, saying,
for the good of the country basically,
Comey ought to submit his letter of
resignation back last October.

Also, when Congressman COHEN ap-
peared on MSNBC, he said: *“ “‘What he’s
done’—talking about Comey—‘is put
the FBI in a position that it has never
been in. The FBI Director is supposed
to investigate and keep his judgments
quiet and not get involved in elections

. . and while he’s made the right deci-
sion, even though he went too far, this
summer in not indicting the Secretary,
what he did here was just wrong, and
something the FBI Director needs to
exert extreme control over themselves
not to get involved, and he just made a
mistake, and I think he should resign,
because he’s damaged the FBI’s reputa-
tion.’

‘“¢. .. in fact, he’s been excessively
careless now. I gave him the benefit of
the doubt I guess based on the result
but I didn’t like the way he had cut to
the process in which he got to the sub-
stance of the decision.’”’

October 31, 2016, also Congressman
COHEN from Tennessee appeared on
CNN, and the CNN reporter said: ‘‘ ‘Con-
gressman, up until the last few days,
you didn’t just think the FBI Director
was doing a good job—you thought he
was doing a great job. You told him
last month in a hearing, you said ‘“You
are a credit to the FBI, you are a credit
to government service.”” How do you
explain you're . . .””

And then Congressman COHEN said:
‘““‘Because he went too far with this
one.””

November 3, 2016, The Hill said this:
““As a nearly ten-year veteran of the
House Judiciary Committee—the com-
mittee responsible for oversight of the
Federal Bureau of Investigation and
Department of Justice—and ranking
member of the House Judiciary Sub-
committee on the Constitution and
Civil Justice, earlier this week I called
on FBI Director James Comey to re-
sign his position after his recent com-
munication with Members of Congress
regarding the Bureau’s review of
emails potentially related to Hillary
Clinton’s personal email server.”

Anyway, it goes on—it is a long
story—but again feeding Congressman
COHEN’s call for FBI Director Comey to
resign.
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December 16, 2016, in a tweet attrib-
uted to Congressman COHEN of Ten-
nessee: ‘“‘#Comey was wrong to hide
hacking of #DNC #DCCC, but he should
not resign. Trump would appoint
worse. #FBI & Senators bulwark for
next admin.’”’

So by December he was already
thinking differently.

But December 10, in a statement, he
said: ‘I applaud Senate Minority
Leader Harry Reid for also calling on
FBI Director James Comey to resign
after new information came to light
that Director Comey may have known
the CIA had secretly concluded that
the Russians were trying to help Don-
ald Trump win the Presidency. . . .’"”

So, anyway, back and forth. But our
friend, Representative KEITH ELLISON,
Democrat from Minnesota, November
6, 2016, from Twitter said: “‘I’m not sur-
prised at all ‘Comey says latest emails
don’t change decision.””’
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Representative ELIJAH CUMMINGS
from Maryland, my friend, a Democrat,
January 13 of this year, said: “I was
willing to give him the benefit of the
doubt. Today, I must tell you, when I
left the hearing, I felt a great sense of
disappointment.”

My friend, RUBEN GALLEGO, a Con-
gressman from Arizona, a Democrat,
said: ‘“What I heard in the briefing
made me not trust him, that’s all.”

My friend, HANK JOHNSON, a Demo-
crat from Georgia, said: ‘“My con-
fidence in the FBI Director’s ability to
lead this agency has been shaken.”

On January 13, HANK JOHNSON also
said: ‘‘He should pack his things and
go.,’

He was talking about Comey.

JOHNSON said: ““I don’t have con-
fidence in this man to lead the FBI in
the coming weeks and months ahead,
with all the work that must be done to
get to the bottom of Russian hacking
into our electoral process.”

Then my friend, JERRY NADLER, a
Democrat from New York, November
14, 2016, said: ‘“The President can fire
him for cause and ought to. He violated
all the guidelines and put his thumb on
the scale of an election. Whether it was
decisive or not is a different question.”

House Democratic Caucus vice Chair-
woman LINDA SANCHEZ, my friend from
California, said: ‘I don’t believe that
Director Comey conducted himself dur-
ing the election in a way that was im-
partial. I have concerns about that.
But I also have concerns about who
would the replacement be.”

Also, my friend, Representative
DEBBIE WASSERMAN SCHULTZ from Flor-
ida, said: ““I think Director Comey has
taken enough actions that call into
question his ability to continue to
serve credibly. I would lean in the di-
rection that he no longer is able to
serve in a neutral and credible way.”’

My friend, Representative MARK
TAKANO from California, said: “I'm ex-
tremely concerned—extremely. I’ll
just—I'm very angry.”’
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He was talking about Comey as FBI
Director.

Representative TiM WALz, my friend
from Minnesota, said on January 13: ‘I
was nonjudgmental until the last 15
minutes. I no longer have that con-
fidence in him.”

And then so many of the media have
been condemning President Trump for
firing the FBI Director. Yet, if we just
go back a little bit, those same people
in the media—Paul Callan from CNN,
on October 30, 2016, said: ‘“‘Perhaps it’s
time for the embattled FBI Director
who seems to have forgotten how to
conduct a proper investigation to re-
sign.”

Kurt Eichenwald said on November 7,
2016: ‘“‘James Comey should not simply
be fired as Director of the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation. He must be
barred forever from any form of public
service.

‘““He has done more damage to the
reputation of the FBI than any Direc-
tor since the Nixon administration.
Comey will, without doubt, be listed as
second only to Hoover as the worst Di-
rector to ever hold the office because of
his willingness to abuse his power.”

Ian Millhiser, on October 31, 2016,
said: ‘“We also know that Comey vio-
lated longstanding Justice Department
protocol when he decided to disclose
the very few facts that he actually did
disclose in his letter to the Republican
chairs. And we know that he wrote the
letter over the explicit objections of
Attorney General Loretta Lynch.
Taken together, these actions con-
stitute a fireable offense.”

The New York Daily News editorial
board called on Comey to resign, and
said: “FBI Director James Comey’s de-
mocracy-bending decision to inform
America, 11 days before its Presidential
election, that the Bureau is digging
into a trove of additional emails de-
mands the highest condemnation. And
he must resign.”

The Wall Street Journal editorial
board said: ‘“‘But if the FBI Director
has demonstrated anything in the last
year, it is that he has lost the trust of
nearly everyone in Washington, along
with every American who believes the
FBI must maintain its reputation as a
politically impartial Federal agency.

“The best service Mr. Comey can
render his country now is to resign.
Failing that, Jeff Sessions should in-
vite him in for a meeting after he is
confirmed as attorney general and ask
him to resign. If Mr. Comey declines,
Donald Trump can and should fire him
in the best interests of the Nation’s
most important law enforcement agen-
Cy.”

Keith Olbermann with GQ tweeted
out: “Very simple: FBI Director Comey
needs to clarify—today—that these are
not emails from, or withheld by, Clin-
ton or resign immediately.”

The Washington Post said on October

29, 2016: ‘“‘James Comey is damaging
our democracy.”
Michael Cohen with The Boston

Globe on October 21, 2016, said: ‘“‘FBI
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Director James Comey should resign.
James Comey really messed up. The
FBI Director did not commit some gar-
den-variety mistake. This is not an
‘oops’ moment. For reasons that have
more to do with protecting himself
from dishonest Republican attacks,
Comey committed an overly egregious
and political act that roiled the Na-
tion’s politics 11 days before election
day—and undermined public trust in
the Nation’s criminal justice institu-
tion. And he needs to go.”

That is The Boston Globe.

Anyway, Mortimer B. Zuckerman,
chairman and editor of U.S. News and
World Report, on November 4, 2016,
said: “Time to resign—FBI Director
James Comey needs to step down over
his handling of the Clinton email in-
vestigation.”

This is what they said.

““The self-righteous James Comey has
served his country badly. Comey seems
oblivious of the effect of handing
Trump a piece of dynamite.”

And he goes on condemning Comey
over and over.

Jeff Jarvis from Buzzfeed said on No-
vember 6, 2016, in a tweet: ‘“‘Now resign,
Comey, resign.”

On October 31, 2016, a tweet from Bret
Stephens of The New York Times, said:
“FBI Director James Comey needs to
resign now, while he can salvage his
honor. My Wall Street Journal column
explains.”

You have the Clinton campaign on
May 10—it was republished on May 10,
but it first went out on October 30,
2016, and it talks about having worked
with Director Comey: ‘‘But his unprec-
edented decision to publicly comment
on evidence in what may be an ongoing
inquiry just 11 days before a Presi-
dential election leaves us both aston-
ished and perplexed.”’

It went on to say that they were
“moved” to speak out publicly because
Comey’s action violated ‘‘settled’” DOJ
tenets.

And Hillary Clinton herself said:
“It’s pretty strange to put something
like that out with such little informa-
tion, right before an election. In fact,
it’s not just strange, it’s unprecedented
and it’s deeply troubling. I was on the
way to winning until the combination
of Jim Comey’s letter on October 28
and Russian WikiLeaks raised doubts
in the minds of people who were in-
clined to vote for me but got scared off.
If the election was on October 27, I
would be your President.”

John Podesta, it turns out, is on the
board of directors of one or more com-
panies and had dealings with Russia.
He said: ““It’s extraordinary that we
would see something like this just 11
days out from a Presidential election.

“Light on facts, heavy on innuendo,
knowing full what Republicans would
do with it. It is not up to him who owes
the public answers to questions that
are now on the table.”

He also said that he has ‘‘not been
forthcoming with the facts.”

Anyway, Mr. Speaker, I just thought
it would be interesting to understand
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why President Donald Trump would
have said in the last 2 days he thought
that firing Comey would be applauded
in a bipartisan fashion, because he
knew all of these quotes from Demo-
cratic leaders, mainstream leaders that
are mainstream media-leading publica-
tions weighed in demanding Comey’s
resignation. President Trump demands
his resignation or fires him.

So it seems to me President Trump is
in a situation where it is understand-
able he would think the Democrats
would appreciate him firing Comey,
just like Republicans.

I know President Trump is relatively
new to politics, but hopefully this is a
lesson to President Trump. Just be-
cause Democratic leaders and the
mainstream media say one thing in
righteous indignation one day does not
mean they are not going to turn
around and say exactly the opposite
the very next day or the next month.

The President, I know he is learn-
ing—he is a quick learner—but he is
bound to learning as he goes. You can’t
always trust what a Democratic leader
says one moment, because they may
turn around and completely contradict
themselves immediately thereafter.

So I think if the President just relies
on what our Democratic Senators and
House Members said, he will be in good
stead. And I think the country is better
off, depending on who is appointed, but
I have faith it will be an improvement.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO
BOARD OF VISITORS TO THE
UNITED STATES MILITARY
ACADEMY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to 10 TU.S.C.
4355(a), and the order of the House of
January 3, 2017, of the following Mem-
ber on the part of the House to the
Board of Visitors to the United States
Military Academy:

Mr. THOMAS J. ROONEY, Florida

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. CURBELO of Florida (at the re-
quest of Mr. MCCARTHY) for after 3:30
p.m. on May 18 and the balance of the
week on account of family obligations
in the district.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 56 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, May 22,
2017, at noon for morning-hour debate.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1384. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary, Acquisition, Technology, and Logis-
tics, Department of Defense, transmitting a
report on the Defense Production Act (DPA)
Title III Fund for Fiscal Year 2016, pursuant
to 50 U.S.C. 4534(f)(3); Sept. 8, 1950, ch. 932,
title III, Sec. 304 (as added by Public Law
111-67, Sec. 7); (123 Stat. 2017); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

1385. A letter from the Acting Director, Fi-
nancial Crimes Enforcement Network, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Imposition of Spe-
cial Measure Against North Korea as a Juris-
diction of Primary Money Laundering Con-
cern (RIN: 1506-AB35) received May 17, 2017,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

1386. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Regulatory Services, Office of
Elementary and Secondary Education, De-
partment of Education, transmitting the De-
partment’s final priorities, requirements,
definitions, and selection criteria — Striving
Readers Comprehensive Literacy (SRCL)
Program [CFDA Number: 84.371C] [Docket
ID: ED-2015-OESE-0129] (RIN: 1810-AB25) re-
ceived May 17, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.

1387. A letter from the Associate Bureau
Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau, Federal
Communications Commission, transmitting
the Commission’s final rule — Connect
America Fund [WC Docket No.: 10-90]; ETC

Annual Reports and Certifications [WC
Docket No.: 14-58]; Developing a Unified
Intercarrier Compensation Regime [CC

Docket No.: 01-92] received May 17, 2017, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

1388. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six-
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to Iran that was declared
in Executive Order 12170 of November 14,
1979, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public
Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50
U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c);
(91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

1389. A letter from the Director, Inter-
national Cooperation, Department of De-
fense, transmitting Pursuant to Section 27(f)
of the Arms Export Control Act and Execu-
tive Order 13637, Transmittal No. 05-17 in-
forming of an intent to sign Amendment One
to the Memorandum of Understanding
Among Canada, the Kingdom of Denmark,
Grand Duchy of Luxembourg, the Kingdom
of the Netherlands, New Zealand, and the
United States of America; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

1390. A letter from the Acting Deputy As-
sistant Secretary for Civil Rights, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, transmitting the De-
partment’s FY 2016 No FEAR Act report,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 2301 note; Public Law
107-174, 203(a) (as amended by Public Law 109-
435, Sec. 604(f)); (120 Stat. 3242); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form.

1391. A letter from the Director, Office of
Personnel Management, transmitting the
Chief Human Capital Officers (CHCO) Coun-
cil’s Report to Congress for Fiscal Years
2014-2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 1401 note; Pub-
lic Law 107-296, Sec. 1303(d); (116 Stat. 2289);
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to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

1392. A letter from the Attorney, CG-LRA,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Navy
UNDET, Apra Outer Harbor and Piti, GU
[Docket No.: USCG-2017-0214] (RIN: 1625-
AA00) received May 17, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1393. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Special Local Regu-
lation; Bush River, Harford County, MD
[Docket No.: USCG-2017-0067] (RIN: 1625-
AA08) received May 17, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1394. A letter from the Attorney, CG-LRA,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Drawbridge Operation Regula-
tion; Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway and In-
dian Creek, Miami, FL [Docket No.: USCG-
2015-0768] (RIN: 1625-AA09) received May 17,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1395. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Special Local Regu-
lation; Hebda Cup Rowing Regatta; Detroit
River, Trenton Channel; Wyandotte, MI
[Docket No.: USCG-2017-0305] (RIN: 1625-
AA08) received May 17, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1396. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Chapel
Street over Mill River Bridge Rehabilitation
— New Haven, CT [Docket No.: USCG-2017-
0257] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received May 17, 2017,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1397. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
Office of Regulations and Administrative
Law, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s temporary final rule — Security
Zone; Schuylkill River, Philadelphia, PA
[Docket No.: USCGF-2017-0152] (RIN: 1625-
AA8T7) received May 17, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. ROE of Tennessee: Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. H.R. 1725. A bill to amend
title 38, United States Code, to improve the
treatment of medical evidence provided by
non-Department of Veterans Affairs medical
professionals in support of claims for dis-
ability compensation under the laws admin-
istered by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs,
and for other purposes; with amendments
(Rept. 115-133). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. ROE of Tennessee: Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. H.R. 1329. A bill to increase,
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